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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2,4-11, 13-15, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Muroya (6,160,914) in view of Izutani (5,483,262). 

With regard to claim 1 Muroya teaches a method of identifying a handwritten 

signature that is unique to the user (title, abstract, column 1, lines 5-14), comprising: 

providing an electronic pen and an electronic writing unit in communication with a 

computer system (figure 4, column 9, lines 7-20); a user applying a pressure on the 

electronic writing unit by the electronic pen at a first time; moving the electronic pen on 

the electronic writing unit and varying the pressure by the electronic pen on the 

electronic writing unit to create a unique signature of the user (figure 1 , item 1 ); applying 

the pressure at a second time that is subsequent the first time (figure 1 , item 2); 

measuring a time difference between the first time and the second time; measuring 

pressure variations by the electronic pen on the electronic writing unit when the 

electronic pen is moved on the electronic writing unit by the user; and comparing the 

time difference and pressure variations with time differences and pressure variations of 

a pre-recorded signature by the user (column 3, lines 40-54). 
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Muroya does not illustrate the added feature of "inserting the electronic pen into 
an activation opening defined in the electronic writing unit to gain access to a database 
of the computer system". 

However Izutani shows a similar pen input device that has this feature (SEE 
Izutani figure 2a item 1 and 3 and see figures 3a-d that illustrate all possible ways of 
using it). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the Muroya apparatus to have the above feature as 
taught by Izutani because Muroya does not show how to turn on and off his device or 
where to store his pen when done, whereby each feature is clearly desirable and 
essential to operation and therefore Izutani is clearly motivating the improvement of the 
analysis art of Muroya where both are pen input devices. 

With regard to claim 2 the combination of Muroya and Izutani teaches the 
method according to claim 1 wherein the method further comprises measuring a speed 
of the electronic pen when the electronic pen is moved on the electronic writing unit and 
comparing the speed with a speed of the electronic pen during the pre-recorded 
signature (SEE Muroya column 5, lines 13-30). 

With regard to claim 4 the combination of Muroya and Izutani teaches the 
method according to claim 1 wherein the method further comprises measuring the 
pressure difference between segments of the signature and comparing the pressure 
difference with pressure difference in the same segments of the pre-recorded signature 
(SEE Muroya figure 8). 
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With regard to claim 5 the combination of Muroya and Izutani teaches the 
method according to claim 1 wherein the method further comprises measuring a relative 
time requirement to complete a first name of the signature and a relative time 
requirement to complete: a last name and comparing the relative times with a total time: 
requirement to complete the signature (SEE Muroya column 4, lines 5-12). 

With regard to claim 6 the combination of Muroya and Izutani teaches the 
method according to claim 1 wherein the method further comprises measuring a total 
number of units activated on the electronic writing unit and comparing the total number 
with a total number of units activated on the pre-recorded signature (SEE Muroya figure 
3, step-5). 

With regard to claim 7 the combination of Muroya and Izutani teaches the 
method according to claim 6 wherein the method further comprises calculating a 
utilization density of the electronic writing unit (SEE Muroya column 2, lines 55-61). 

With regard to claim 8 the combination of Muroya and Izutani teaches the 
method according to claim 1 wherein the computer transmits an approval signal when 
the time difference is between a predetermined maximum value and a minimum value 
(SEE Muroya figure 3, step 10). 

With regard to claim 9 the combination of Muroya and Izutani teaches the 
method according to claim 1 wherein the method further comprises providing the 
electronic writing unit with an opening defined therein and inserting the electronic pen 
into the opening to activate the computer" (SEE Izutani figure 2b) 
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With regard to claim 10 the combination of Muroya and Izutani was shown above 
in claims 1 and 9 to cover all these claimed features. 

With regard to claim 1 1 the combination of Muroya and Izutani was shown above 
in claims 1 , 2 and 9 to cover all these claimed features. 

With regard to claim 13 the combination of Muroya and Izutani was shown above 
in claims 1 , 4 and 9 to cover all these claimed features. 

With regard to claim 14 the combination of Muroya and Izutani wherein the 
method further comprises measuring a time requirement to complete the signature and 
comparing the time requirement with a time requirement to complete the pre-recorded 
signature (SEE Muroya figure 1, column 4, lines 1-20). 

With regard to claim 15 the combination of Muroya and Izutani was shown above 
in claims 1 , 6 and 9 to cover all these claimed features. 

With regard to claim 17 the combination of Muroya and Izutani does not directly 
show his "electronic pen with a memory unit for storing personal data thereon" but the 
examiner contends a pen with memory is well known in the art and in regards to using it 
to store personal data this mere use recitation is viewed as an "OBVIOUS INTENDED 
USE" for memory in a pen and one would be motivated to have memory in his pen so 
user would not have to remember it and manually enter in personal data. With regards 
to "memory in a pen" the examiner serves "OFFICIAL NOTICE" . 

With regard to claim 18 the combination of Muroya and Izutani was shown above 
to have most of the limitations claimed and in addition the combination teaches "having 
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a writing tip and an upper opposite male contact (SEE Muroya figure 4 and Izutani 
figure 2a item 1). 

3. Claim, 3, 12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Muroya (6,160,914) / Izutani (5,483,262) in view of Zank et al. 
(6,307,955). 

With regard to claim 3 the combination of Muroya and Izutani does not directly 
show "the method according to claim 1 wherein the method further comprises 
measuring an acceleration of the electronic pen when the electronic pen is moved on 
the electronic writing unit and comparing the acceleration with an acceleration of the 
electronic pen during the pre-recorded signature". 

However, Zank et al. teaches this above feature (column 4, lines 55-60, column 
9, lines 1-7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the acceleration feature as taught by Zank et al. in the 
combination of Muroya and Izutani because Zank et al. provides a motivational reason 
in column 9, lines 5-6 and in addition measuring more parameters such as acceleration 
would increase accuracy which is desirable and therefore also motivational. 

With regard to claim 12 the "acceleration feature" this was addressed above with 
Zank et al. 

With regard to claim 16 the "activation feature" this was addressed above with 
Izutani. 
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Conclusion 



4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-18 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul Bell whose telephone number is (703) 306-3019. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful the Technology 
Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377 can 
help with any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application. 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Or Faxed to: (703) 872-9306 

Or Hand-delivered to: Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA, $ixth Floor 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 



Paul Bell < 
Art unit 2675 
August 3, 2004 
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